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Abstract  
7KLVDUWLFOHHQJDJHVZLWKFXUUHQWGHEDWHVRQµODGFXOWXUHV¶E\TXHVWLRQLQJKRZZHXQGHUVWDQG
the term in the specific context of everyday sexism and within groups of men varying in age.  
Further to this, using a feminist and critical masculinity studies perspective, the article will 
explore how men do not necessarily comprehend their behaviour within the framework of lad 
culture or within the continuum of sexual violence (Jackson, 2006; Wheaton, 2000).  Through 
discussion of ethnographic and interview data collected over a year at a site historically 
associated with lad cultures, that of a Rugby Union club in Northern England,  an alternative 
ZD\ RI FRQFHSWXDOLVLQJ PDVFXOLQLW\ DQG HYHU\GD\ VH[LVP µPLVFKLHYRXV PDVFXOLQLWLHV¶ LV
proposed. 
Men in the research practiced what I term mischievous masculinities, whereby they 
LPSOHPHQWHGµEDQWHU¶WRDLGLQERWKWKHFRQVWUXFWLRQDQGGH-construction of sexist ideas within 
the rugby space. Performing mischievous masculinity enabled men of all ages to both engage 
LQDQGVLPXOWDQHRXVO\FKDOOHQJHHYHU\GD\VH[LVPLQZD\VWKH\XQGHUVWRRGWREHµLQQRFHQW¶
+RZHYHU WKH FRQWLQXDO IUDPLQJ RI EDQWHU DV µMXVW D ODXJK¶ GHPRQVWUDWHG WKDW WKLV IRUP RI
sexism can be construed as problematic, due, in part, to its subtlety, in relation to more overt 
and violent sexist practices.   A key difference between the men in my research and previous 
WKHRULVLQJRIµODGFXOWXUH¶LVWKHUHFXUULQJWKHPHDPRQJVWROGHUSDUWLFLSDQWVWKDWµ,VKRXOGNQRZ
EHWWHU¶GHPRnstrating consciousness of the sexist and problematic connotations which could 
be drawn from this interaction.  This notion of mischievous masculinities then, in the context 
of a life course perspective, can be seen to challenge more established notions of an unreflexive 
lad culture, thus affording a more nuanced understanding of everyday sexism amongst more 
GLYHUVHJURXSVRIPHQWKDQFXUUHQWO\H[LVWVDVZHOODVDOORZLQJIRUPHQ¶VDJHQF\LQDVSHFLILF
site.  
Key words: Sexism, banter, lads, mischievous masculinity, Rugby Union, sport.  
Introduction 
Lad culture and laddish behaviours have become almost synonymous with British culture, 
connected to specific historical sociocultural divisions and traditions within society. Current 
understandings of lads have been informed by both the specific British historical context, as 
ZHOO DV FRQWHPSRUDU\ GHSLFWLRQV LQ WKH PHGLD ZKLFK LQFOXGH µODGV RQ WRXU¶ DQG
commodification of laddishness in popular television programmes and magazines (Willis, 
1977). Previous research has shown that there are particular spheres of society in which lad 
culture is deemed to be more prominent than others, with institutions such as education, the 
workplace and leisure sites being key spaces in which lad cultures are frequently constructed 
and reproduced (Kidd, 2013, Dempster, 2009; Schacht, 1996). Within such studies there has 
been recognition of the significance of place in enabling lad cultures to be practiced, with many 
PHQ IHHOLQJ PRUH µDEOH¶ WR EHKDve in particular ways depending on the spatial context 
(Robinson and Hockey, 2011). Nowhere is this more visible than in sporting sites, where 
notions of lads and lad cultures arguably originated, and where discussions regarding the 
relationship between lad cultures and everyday sexism are growing. 
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Everyday sexism is becoming more widely recognised understood to have become so 
embedded within many of our daily lives and routines that it often goes unnoticed, becoming 
normalised through society (Ronai, Zsembik and Feagin, 2013). Lad culture, though not always 
overtly recognised in the narratives of everyday sexism, is continually alluded to by the media 
and occasionally in academic writing, arguably reflecting wider societal understandings of the 
connections between lads and sexist behaviours. Most problematic, though, is that everyday 
VH[LVPDQGODGGLVKEHKDYLRXUVDUHRIWHQSDVVHGRIIDVµMXVWDELWRIEDQWHU¶ZLWKWKHLPSOLFDWLRQV
and effects diminished.  A high profile example of this is a case form 2011 where two Sky 
Sports News presenters made sexist comments when discussing the ability of a football 
linesperson to do their job based on their gender. These sexist and derogatory comments were 
SDVVHGRIIDVµMXVWEDQWHU¶ZLWKWKHVXEVHTXHQWGLVFXVVLRQ within the public realm reflecting 
WKHLGHDWKDWODGVVKRXOGEHDEOHWRKDYHDµODXJK¶VRPHWLPHVRQFHDJDLQGHPRQVWUDWLQJWKH
normalisation of sexist behaviours.   
Recent work has begun to critique humour in society, questioning whether the framing of sexist 
comments as a joke alters the way we understand and evaluate its meaning (Bishop, 2015; 
Mills, 2008; Greenwood and Isbell, 2002, Ryan and Kanjorski, 1998). Banter is a fast growing 
form of interaction within British society, becoming synonymous with lads and laddish 
behaviours, commonly acting as a way for men to convey discourses of gender relations and 
sexist ideas. Understood as a type of humour and interactional practice which permeates all 
spheres of the social world, banter is seen to be a specific form of jocular interaction, with 
associated styles and strategies, including interaction based upon adopting impolite, offensive 
and abusive language and tone (Haugh and Bousfield, 2012; Plester and Sayers, 2007).   
Studies from other sporting sites including football have conceptualised banter as a 
WUDGLWLRQDOO\PDOHOLQJXLVWLFLQVXOWGHHPHGWRIXQFWLRQDVDµUHJXODWRU\RUSROLFLQJWRRO¶LQRUGHU
sustain masculine identities (Thurnell-Read, 2012; McDowell and Schaffner, 2011; Kiesling, 
2005; Kotthoff, 2005). A recent case of so-called banter being placed under a more critical lens 
in relation to sexism can be seen in the case of the LSE University Rugby Union team, who in 
UHOHDVHGUHFUXLWPHQWPDWHULDOXVLQJODQJXDJHZKLFKWKH\GHHPHGWREHµEDQWHU¶,QWKLV
case the wording was extremely misogynistic and sexist, acting to separate rugby playing men 
from other groups in society (Ellis-Petersen, 2014). This relationship between banter and 
laddism, and the accompanying framing as innocent rather than a form of everyday sexism is 
important to acknowledge and will be the focus of this article.  
This article will begin by engaging with current understandings of lads and lad cultures, 
exploring what men gain from participation in laddish behaviours, specifically through their 
implementation of banter to convey sexist ideas. Building on the understandings of laddism 
and lad cultures within the rugby setting provided, new dimensions to the study of lads will 
then be presented, moving beyond depiction of lads in the media and sporting sites as static 
monolithic characters with little agency into their own behaviours, instead further exploring 
more contemporary work on laddism which examines the nuances and critical stances towards 
lads and laddism. Whilst I am in no way suggesting that laddish behaviours are positive, or 
detracting from the contribution of laddism to sexism within society, I also briefly put forward 
an argument for exploring the ways that men are challenging sexism themselves, on the 
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grounds that this will provide a stronger foundation from which to develop further discussions 
and to enable strategies to deal with sexist behaviours. The article will seek to provide new 
ways of theorising masculinity through thinking of mischievous masculinities as an alternative 
framework to provide a more nuanced understanding of both the diversity of performances of 
laddish behaviours within the Rugby Union setting, and acknowledgement of the diversity in 
terms of men and the lifecourse will be provided.  
UndersWDQGLQJWKHµ/DG¶ 
$ SURPLQHQW FXOWXUDO QDUUDWLYH RI PDVFXOLQLW\ DQG JHQGHU UHODWLRQV LQ WKH ¶V ZDV WKH
emergence of the Lad and laddism as a specific culture (Edwards, 2006; Gill, 2003). Since then 
ODGVKDYHEHFRPHZKDW5RVDOLQG*LOOUHIHUVWRDVµIDPLOLDUDQGUHFRJQL]DEOHVWHUHRW\SHV¶
p. 37).  Society and the media have become saturated with references to lads and lad cultures, 
with laddism becoming a highly marketable phenomenon evident in the abundance of 
television shows and magazines which have become dedicated to reflecting and centring upon 
lad culture (Walsh, 2010; Edwards, 2006). This type of masculinity is still very much present 
today with the effects and implications of this culture and gendered identity rippling through 
society in diverse ways. The current popularity of programs such as The Inbetweeners (2010) 
demonstrates that now, more than ever, lads and lad culture are still significant to society.  
Lads and lad cultures have been explored across the social sciences, understood by early writers 
such as Becky Francis (1999) as having particular features and characteristics including: 
A young, exclusively male, group, and the hedonistic practices popularly associated 
ZLWK VXFK JURXSV IRU H[DPSOH µKDYLQJ D ODXJK¶ DOFRKRO FRQVXPSWLRn, disruptive 
behaviours, objectifying women, and an interest in pastimes and subjects constructed 
as masculine). (1999,  p. 357) 
Since the establishment of such definitions within academia, lads and laddism have arguably 
become synonymous with specific types of practices and behaviours. These often centre upon 
the idea of men having fun and behaving in ways deemed to align with historical and 
hegemonic notions of masculinity. These include displaying masculine characteristics such as 
strength, aggression, physicality, wit and heterosexuality (Connell and Messerchmidt, 2005; 
Schacht, 1996; Carrigan, Connell & Lee, 1985).  Though all of the characteristics noted remain 
prominent in our continued understanding and construction of lads, more recently, features 
such as wit, and the ability to be able to banter within groups has been viewed as significant in 
definitions of laddish behaviours (Lynch, 2010; Plester and Sayers, 2007).  The links between 
banter and lad cultures will be returned to in more detail in subsequent sections of the article, 
though it is important to note here that banter, viewed as a traditionally male insult, is often 
adopted by males to express discourses of gender relations, particularly those which sustain 
dominant forms of masculinity (McDowell and Schaffner, 2011; Kotthoff, 2005).  Arguably, 
it is through the guise of banter that everyday sexist ideals are presented, a point which will be 
discussed in depth in further sections of the article. 
Perhaps one of the most notable features of laddism is that it is linked to the notion and popular 
QDUUDWLYHWKDWµER\VZLOOEHER\V¶7KRPSVRQ&RQQROO\7KLVQDUUDWLYHGHVFULEHV
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and builds upon understandings of masculinity as a gendered identity which is learned through 
the process oI VRFLDOL]DWLRQ DQG DFWV WR VXSSRUW VRFLDO FRQVWUXFWLRQLVWV¶ XQGHUVWDQGLQJV RI
identity.  Previous theorising on men has suggested that there is an inevitability regarding the 
behaviour of boys, building on academic writing which notes that from a young age men learn 
µPDVFXOLQH¶EHKDYLRXUVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKVWHUHRW\SLFDOPDVFXOLQHLGHQWLWLHVVXFKDVDJJUHVVLRQ
competition, domination and control (Kidd, 2013; Thompson, 2002). This implies that men 
have limited agency within the construction of their masculine identities, with previous work 
suggesting that men construct notions of what constitutes a lad through learning what a lad is 
not and thereby creating binaries and hierarchies in understandings of gender in society (Meth 
and McClymont, 2009; Hearn, 1994).  
,QWHUHVWLQJO\ WKLV QDUUDWLYH RI µER\V ZLOO EH ER\V¶ LV DOVR HPEHGGHG ZLWKLQ OLIHFRXUVH
perspectives and can be usefully linked to lad cultures too. Definitions and popular perceptions 
of lads places an emphasis upon youth, with laddish behaviours deemed to be synonymous 
with boyishness and a lack of discipline and maturity (Jackson, Dempster and Pollard, 2014; 
*LOO.HKLO\DQG1D\DN:LWKLQERWKWKHQDUUDWLYHVRIODGGLVPDQGµER\VEHLQJ
ER\V¶ WKHUH LV WKH XQGHUO\LQJ DVVXPSWLRQ WKDW WKH EHKDviours and interactive practices 
associated with young men, including laddism and associated sexist ideologies, are temporary, 
and so laddism is understood to be tied up to particular moments of the life course (Walsh, 
2010; Thompson, 2002; Middleton, 1992).  Furthermore, writing which advocates laddism as 
VSHFLILFWRDGROHVFHQFHLQVLQXDWHVWKDWµEHLQJDODG¶LVVRPHWKLQJZKLFK\RXJURZRXWRIDQ
identity you discard as you progress through the lifecourse, when it is expected that you begin 
WRµNQRZEHWWHU¶-DFNVRQHWDO*LOO:LWKLQZULWLQJRQODGGLVPDFOHDUWKHPH
emerges, that this form of behaviour is something which males overcome with time (Walsh, 
2010; Thompson, 2002). Such ideas align with work from Sociology which discusses 
transitLRQLQJPDVFXOLQLWLHVZLWKZULWHUVVXFKDV5RELQVRQDQG+RFNH\QRWLQJWKDWPHQ¶V
identities shift through both space and time.  
The Research 
This research draws upon ethnographic and interview data collected over eighteen months at a 
Rugby Union club located in the North East of England. The club was selected due to both the 
locality and the composition of the team and club as one which comprised men of varying ages 
and backgrounds.  The club has its own ground and a clubhouse which is the centre of pre and 
post-match social activities.  The decision to use this site, and to focus on Rugby Union, was 
supported by evidence from previous research which has shown that sporting sites are 
significant in the construction of masculine identities and lad cultures (Van Campenhout and 
Van Hoven, 2014; Dempster, 2009; Robinson, 2008; Connell, 2008; 2005; Mac an Ghail and 
Haywood, 2007).   
The participants for this research comprised two groups, those who actively play rugby and 
those who are members of the club and spectators of the sport.1 The all-male rugby team played 
on a regular basis and the majority of the group were white and aged between eighteen and 
                                                          
1 Participation in the research was not reliant upon age; rather the categorization of players and regulars 
emerged naturally after the early stages of the fieldwork. 
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forty. The men, who have all been given pseudonyms, were for the most part semi-professional, 
with professions outside of rugby, including: doctors, farmers, manual labourers, teachers and 
office workers. Thus, for the players rugby was a leisure activity external to their working lives. 
Many of the team had been playing at the club from a young age and had long term family ties 
to the club.   
The other group of participants in the research were those who did not currently play rugby. 
This group of individuals were older, ranging from late thirties to eighties. These participants 
DUHUHIHUUHGWRDVµUHJXODUV¶in this research, as they are individuals for whom the routine of 
attending the club was significant in their everyday lives. This group of regulars were also 
predominantly male, though there were a few females comprising part of the committee. Most 
of these participants had historical links to the club, with many of them having played when 
they were younger.  Alternatively, many of them were initially linked to the club through their 
children. For the regulars, the rugby club is a place where they enjoyed socialising on weekday 
evenings and weekends, with many of this group drawing comparisons between the club 
community and family life.  
A feminist approach to research was utilised as this theorising views gender as a social 
construction, thus enabling an in depth critique of masculinity (Pini and Pease, 2013; Butler, 
2008). In addition to this, feminist theorising is understood to provide a critique of the 
construction of knowledge, placing emphasis upon situated experiences (Hesse-Biber, 2012; 
Flax, 1987). Observations and semi structured interviews within the rugby context were 
implemented to collect data. The participant observations spanned eighteen months, involving 
visits to the club twice a week, both on training nights and match days, as well as attending the 
occasional away match. Further to this, half way through the research period I began 
volunteering on the bar. Though complexities associated with negotiating the insider/outsider 
relationships and membership roles were acknowledged, overall I felt that through volunteering, 
I was able to gain insight and understanding of the interactions and practices associated with 
the rugby culture which may not have been possible through observations as an outsider alone2 
(Bridges, 2013; Schacht, 1996; Adler & Adler, 1987).  Observations of interactions, behaviours 
and language were recorded in a research diary and continued whilst the interviews were 
conducted.  
Interviews were conducted with twenty men, though these did not follow the traditional semi-
structured interview format. This was due to the nature of the study, particularly the key themes 
of the research and complexities highlighted in previous work relating to the challenges of 
interviewing men regarding their masculinity, including the pressure felt by men in particular 
contexts to adhere to cultural scripts and to perform masculinity in the research process 
(Holmgren, 2013; Walby, 2010; Denzin, 2001; Schwalbe and Wolkomir, 2001; Winchester, 
1996; Turner, 1982). Instead, the interviews were casual and though a few basic questions were 
addressed to each participant, the interviews were conducted with both individual and small 
                                                          
2 /ƚŝƐŝŵƉŽƌƚĂŶƚƚŽďĞƌĞĨůĞǆŝǀĞŽĨŵǇŽǁŶŐĞŶĚĞƌ ?ƌĞĐŽŐŶŝƐŝŶŐƚŚĞǁĂǇƐŝŶǁŚŝĐŚƚŚĞŵĞŶ ?s understanding of 
my gender and the ways in which I negotiated my own gendered identity influenced the research, however, 
due to the scope of the article a full discussion of the complexities of this is not possible here (Bridges, 2013; 
Mckeganey and Bloor, 1991).  
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groups of men over intermittent meetings, recorded where possible and transcribed or written 
up as a narrative after the event. Interviews were led by discussion of a particular activity or 
interaction, in doing so, the participants provided an account and explanation of their 
understandings of real time events and this acted as a catalyst for deeper reflections. In this 
way, I was able to explore current understandings alongside reflections through the lifecourse 
(Wight, 1996).  
Continual references to lad cultures in the rugby club: What does laddism offer the men?   
Conceptualisations of laddism and lad cultures are particularly associated with sporting spheres, 
with Rosalind Gill (2003) discussing the significance of the role of sports, such as football, in 
the increasing visibility and spread of lad culture in society. These ideas are further supported 
by work which suggests thaWµODGGLVKQHVV¶DQGPDFKREHKDYLRXUVDUHLQWHUOLQNHG'HPSVWHU
2009; Jackson, 2002). As previously noted, there are distinct overlaps in terms of the 
characteristics which underpin lad cultures and those which are associated with historical 
notions of masculinity represented in sporting cultures (Dempster, 2009; Gill, 2003; Schacht, 
:LWKLQ UXJE\FXOWXUHVQRWLRQVRIPDQOLQHVVDUHSURPLQHQWZLWK µUXJE\PDVFXOLQLW\¶
continually performed by the men through displaying characteristics including being practical, 
tough, un-emotional, demonstrating sporting prowess and participating in post-match drinking 
(Van Campenhout and Van Hoven, 2014, p. 1090; Pringle, 2008; Morin, Longhurst and 
Johnstone, 2001).  Sports men, particularly in the Rugby Union context, can be seen to be what 
6WHYH'HPSVWHUSUHIHUVWRDVµH[HPSODUVRIODGGLVKQHVV¶0RVWQRWDEO\WKHVH
µODGGLVK¶ FKDUDFWHULVWLFVRIWHQ LQYROYH FRQYH\LQJ VH[LVW LGHRORJLHV DV , ZLOO H[SORUH IXUWKHU
through the following sections.  
Throughout the fieldwork I witnessed first-hand lad cultures working in ways which we have 
come to expect through representations and constructions of lads in some academic writing and 
the media, demonstrating that laddish behaviours and lad cultures are still extremely prominent 
ZLWKLQ UXJE\ VSDFHV $FURVV WKH VDPSOH WKH ZRUGV µODGGLVP¶ DQG µODGV¶ ZHUH FRPPRQO\
UHIHUHQFHG)RU-HUHP\DWHDFKHUDJHGKHQRWHGWKDWµWKHFOXELVZKHUHLW¶VWLPHWRKDYH
VRPHIXQZLWKWKHODGVOHWRIIVWHDPDQGKDYHDODXJK\RXNQRZ¶. This was echoed by many of 
the other men, who responded to questioning regarding their enjoyment at the club in ways 
similar to Will, a 26 year old fitness coach, who commented that time at the club is: µa bit of 
ODGWLPHLVQ¶WLWWLPHIRUDELWRIEDQWVwith the guys¶3. Here we see that the men view the rugby 
VSDFHVDVRQHLQZKLFKODGGLVKEHKDYLRXUVDUHSHUPLWWHG)XUWKHUWRWKLV-HUHP\¶VGHVFULSWLRQ
of the rugby club DVDVSDFHZKLFKDOORZVKLPWRµlet off steam¶ XQGHUVWRRGDORQJVLGH:LOO¶V
framing of time at rugby as different to time spent elsewhere, implies that the men view 
PDVFXOLQLW\DVUHODWLRQDOZLWKQRWLRQVRIµODGWLPH¶EHLQJYLHZHGLQRSSRVLWLRQWRWKDWZKLFK
is not, notably time with their families or partners.  In doing so, they are aligning with work 
which discusses gender binaries and social divisions created in sports spheres (Schacht, 1996; 
                                                          
3 dŚĞƚĞƌŵ ?ďĂŶƚƐ ?ǁĂƐƵƚŝůŝƐĞĚďǇƚŚĞŵĞŶĂƐĂŶĂďďƌĞǀŝĂƚŽŶƚŽƚŚĞǁŽƌĚďĂŶƚĞƌ ?ǁŚŝĐŚŝŶŝƚƐĞůĨĂƌŐƵĂďůǇĂĐƚĞĚ
to slightly trivialise the connotations and meanings associated with the practice of banter.  
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Connell, 1995). Significantly, Will also introduces the idea that laddism is linked to banterous 
interactions. 
As the research evolved I began to see banter as significant in order for the men to convey their 
ODGGLVKLGHQWLW\DQGWRVKRZEHORQJLQJWRWKHJURXS7KHDELOLW\WRµGR¶EDQWHUZDVYLHZHGE\
PDQ\RIWKHPHQDVDVLJQLILFDQWPDUNHURIEHLQJDEOHWRµPDNHLW¶DVRQHRIWKHODGVDQGWREH
included in the group. This was exemplified in a conversation with Shane, a 28 year old bus 
driver, who shared his experiences of moving to the area and becoming involved in the club: 
µWhen I came I thought, these are a nice bunch of lads and I learnt that if I got in on the banter, 
that was my way in. So I teased Jimbo4«DQGERRP,ZDVLQ¶ This idea conveyed by Shane 
VXSSRUWV%HOLQGD:KHDWRQ¶VZRUNRQPDOHZLQGVXUIHUVZKLFKKLJKOLJKWHGWKDWEDQWHU
was often a way that the men demonstrated their allegiance to the group and their masculinity. 
)XUWKHUWRWKLV&RQQHOO¶VZRUNRQLURQ-PHQXVHIXOO\KHOSVWRXQGHUVWDQG6KDQH¶VLGHDV
as here banter is tied up with expectations of sporting practices, with participants in her study 
suggesting that banter is central to achieving a successful sporting masculinity.  With the 
example of Shane, it is clear that being able to participate in the banter was deemed as important 
in order to successfully achieve the rugby masculinity which is valued within the rugby space.  
Laddism and sexism in the rugby setting 
During my observations and interviews I also witnessed performances of laddishness of a sort 
that has been problematized in recent writing on lad cultures (Jackson et al., 2014; Phipps and 
Young, 2013). An example of this was when banter was adopted to draw attention to the styling 
RIRQHRIWKHSOD\HU¶VKDLU*HUU\DJHGDQ,7FRQVXOWDQWPDGHRQHSDUWLFXODUFRPPHQW
µ$OULJKWPDWH\RXZDQWPHWREULQJP\ZLIH¶VKDLrdryer so you can sort that mop out post-
PDWFK"¶This was in reference to a young player who was wearing his hair in a top knot, the 
only one of the team of fifteen to have longer hair. Many of the men felt that this styling was 
QRW³manly enough´7HGDQG³not in-keeping with the rest of the lads´.LW+HUH
through making comparisons between the player and his wife, Gerry is legitimizing the rugby 
PDVFXOLQLW\ ZKLFK ZDV YDOXHG LQ WKH ILHOG DQG SRVLWLRQLQJ KLPVHOI DV DQ µH[HPSODU RI
ODGGLVKQHVV¶'HPSVWHUS.LW¶VFRPPHQWKHUHGHPRQVWUDWHVWKDWWKHKLVWRULFDO
characteristics associated with masculinity and lad cultures, as outlined in previous sections, 
are still very prominent within these spaces.  The banterous tone was implemented to frame the 
comments as light hearted, when arguably the meaning was serious5 and sexist, acting to 
sustain and protect the masculine ideals valued in the setting (Barrett, 2008; Kiesling, 2005).  
,QWHUHVWLQJO\*HUU\¶VFRPPHQWVGLGQRWJRXQQRWLFHGDQGthrough my observations, I was able 
WRVHHWKDWQRWDOORIWKHPHQQHFHVVDULO\DJUHHGZLWK*HUU\¶VVWDWHPHQWWKRXJKRQWKLVRFFDVLRQ
did not challenge him. What appears to be significant is that through the tone of the delivery, 
and framing of the comment as banter, Gerry is able to make the comments freely (Garde, 
                                                          
4  ?:ŝŵďŽ ?ƌĞĨĞƌƐƚŽƚŚĞŶŝĐŬŶĂŵĞƚŚĞmen gave to one of the other men who regularly visited the club called 
Jim.  
5 It is also important to acknowledge cultural and potentially racist undertones to the banter, which there is 
not space to explore within this article.  
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2008).  7KLVDOLJQVZLWK5RELQ/DNRII¶VZRUNRQODQJXDJHDQGSRZHU LQZKLFKVKH
asserts that:  
Saying serious things in jest both creates camaraderie and allows the speaker to avoid 
UHVSRQVLELOLW\IRUDQ\WKLQJFRQWURYHUVLDOLQWKHPHVVDJH,W¶VMXVWDMRNHDIWHUDOO-FDQ¶W
you take a joke? In a lite and camaraderie society worse than being racist or mean-
spirited is not getting a joke or being unable to take one.  (Lakoff, 1990, p. 270) 
Here Lakoff highlights that the inability to be able to take a joke is judged and criticised within 
society, with joking viewed as a harmless pursuit. Building on these ideas, Sara Mills (2008, p. 
RIIHUVDIXUWKHUXQGHUVWDQGLQJRI*HUU\¶VEHKDYLRXU SUHVHQWLQJWKHLGHDRIµLQGLUHFWVH[LVP¶
GHVFULELQJWKLVDVµVH[LVPZKLFKLVXQGHUFXWE\KXPRXURULURQ\VLJQDOOHGE\H[DJJHUDWHGRU
PDUNHGLQWRQDWLRQRUVWUHVV¶'UDZLQJRQERWKWKHLGHDVRI/DNRIIDQG0LOOVZHFDQXQGHUVWDQG
*HUU\¶VEDQWHURXVFRPPHQWV within the context of sexism which is permitted within the rugby 
club under the guise of humour.  
The type of behaviour exemplified by Gerry here was typical of many interactions witnessed 
at the club and it became apparent that this type of laddish behaviour was normalised, through 
framing it as playful. A further example, taken from a conversation I had with a group of men 
during my observations, effectively demonstrates the ways in which men continually utilised 
indirect sexism in order to legitimize masculinity and demonstrate laddism in the space, doing 
so without regarding this as problematic (Mills, 2008). I was talking to a group of regulars 
about the rules and ways of playing sports other than rugby and we were discussing similarities 
and differences between these, speculating as to which ones we felt to be most technically 
challenging. The following excerpt from my research diary provides an interesting narrative of 
the interaction: 
We were talking about the regulations and laws of Aussie Rules when Lewis came over. 
I was unsure how exactly this sport worked, and so made the gesture of handballing6 
with my hands to the group. He asked me to repeat the action, which I naively did. Then 
KHVDLG³ZHOO,SUREDEO\VKRXOGQ¶WVD\WKLVVKRXOG,EXW\RXGRQ¶WKDOIKDYHDJRRG
KDQGDFWLRQWKHUH´+HVDLGWKDW,ZRXOGEHDEOHWRSUDFWLFHWKDWDQ\WLPH,ZDQWHG,
UHVSRQGHGZLWK³\RXNQRZH[DFWO\ZKDW,PHDQVWRSORZHULQJWKHWRQH´WRZKLFKKLV
UHVSRQVHZDV³ZHOO,KDYHWRJHWP\NLFNVIURPVRPHZKHUHDQGDEit of naughtiness 
DQGEDQWHULVDOORZHGKHUH´ 
Research diary 8th April 2014 
The idea conveyed by Lewis, a 37 year old welder, of knowing better is prominent here and 
will be explored further in the next section. However, for the moment the focus will remain on 
how through the framing of his comments as banter, Lewis legitimates his masculinity and 
laddish behaviours within the setting. Within this discussion I was showing knowledge of sport 
and in this way disrupting the hierarchy of gender relations associated with the club and wider 
                                                          
6 Handballing is a specific way of passing the ball executed by holding the ball on the flat palm of one hand and 
hitting it with the other clenched fist. 
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sporting spheres, in which women are rarely included in discussions relating to the 
technicalities of sport (McDowell and Schaffner, 2011). Lewis implements banter heavily 
laden with explicit sexual connotations to, arguably, re-assert his masculinity and to perform 
laddish masculinity for the benefit of those around him (Schrock and Schwalbe, 2009; 
*XWWHUPDQ+HDUQ*RIIPDQ+HLVSUHVHQWLQJKLPVHOIDVµPDQO\¶WKURXJK
his use of banter and the positioning of me, a female, in an inferior position through innuendo 
relating to sexual gratification (Schrock and Schwalbe, 2009; Curry, 1991).  Through 
examining the example of Lewis it is clear that he utilises banter, peppered with sexist 
connotations, in order to maintain his position of power within the rugby club.  Further to this, 
through analysing the way that Lewis utilised banter we can begin to view this as having 
damaging implications due to the nuances of meaning it involves.    
Limitations of theorising oIWKHµ/DG¶ 
The account of my research presented so far leaves no doubt that lad cultures remain prominent 
within Rugby Union settings and that through banter men are continuing to construct and 
sustain laddish identities and behaviours. Furthermore, the men are utilising banter within this 
context to convey sexist ideas, in doing so fitting into the stereotype of laddish behaviours 
which have developed through time. It appears that the continued existence of lads is 
undeniable; however, throughout the course of the research, having spent time observing the 
interactions, practices and behaviours of these men in detail, I began to find problems and 
restrictions to existing theorising of the lad. Specifically, I became frustrated with the 
limitations of how some conceptualisations of the lad hinders our understanding of everyday 
sexism and the ways in which sexist ideas are both constructed/deconstructed by the men of 
different ages. Our current understanding of lads, and laddism more widely, particularly 
through depictions in the media, FDUU\ZLWKWKHPPRQROLWKLFLGHDVRIPHQDQGPHQ¶VEHKDYLRXUV
which include very specific notions of behaviours and practices (Connell and Messerchmidt, 
2005; Francis, 1999).  
It is important to acknowledge that alternative views of lads, which provide a more nuanced 
conceptualisation of laddishness have been developed and are growing in number.  Utilising 
the work of writers such as Walkerdine (1981) and Connell (2005) who suggest that identities 
are constantly shifting as a foundation for their argument, current thinkers have indicated that 
ODGGLVPQHHGVWREHXQGHUVWRRGDVEHLQJVRPHWKLQJZKLFKPHQDQGZRPHQFDQµGLSLQDQG
RXWRI¶3KLSSVDQG<RXQJS)XUWKHU WRWKLV:DULQDQG'HPSVWHU¶VZRUN
RQ8.PDOHXQGHUJUDGXDWHV¶FRQFHSWXDOLVDWLRQRIODGGLVPKLJKOLJKWHGWKDWODGGLVKSUDFWLFHV
should be viewed on a continuum, whereby there is a spectrum of laddish identity ranging from 
µSURSHUODGV¶WRWKHµQRQ-laG¶FKDQJLQJDFFRUGLQJWRYDU\LQJVRFLRFXOWXUDOFRQWH[WV:RUNVXFK
as this, though extremely useful to theorising on lads and lad cultures is limited and though 
these more complex notions of the lad are gaining prominence, the concept of laddism itself 
remains normatively loaded, with the framework of laddism immediately inviting 
condemnation. However, in my research I found that this condemnatory move blocked a 
nuanced understanding of the interactions amongst the men, in doing so aligning with the new 
body of work which acknowledges the complex nature laddism. Far from seeking to excuse 
everyday sexism, my concern is precisely that in bypassing the complexities of interactions 
11 
 
ODEHOOHGDVµODGGLVK¶ZHPLVVRXWRQRSSRUWXQLWLHVWREHWWHUXQGHUVWDQGDQGSUevent these forms 
of sexist behaviour.  
New directions: mischievous masculinities 
I propose that in order to move forward with more productive theorisations on men, and to 
engage with, and challenge everyday sexism, we need to begin to understand lad cultures using 
DEURDGHUFRQFHSWWKDW,WHUPµPLVFKLHYRXVPDVFXOLQLW\¶7KLVQHZIUDPHZRUNIRUWKHRUL]LQJ
about men, which draws heavily on lifecourse perspectives, differs from laddism in that it is 
QRWQRUPDWLYHO\ORDGHGRUWLHGWRDSDUWLFXODUµW\SH¶RISHUVRQLQWKHZD\WKDWµODGGLVP¶LVWLHG
WRWKHILJXUHRIµWKHODG¶7KHWHUPPLVFKLHYRXVUHIOHFWVWKHDJHQF\PHQKDYHLQFRQVWUXFWLQJ
DQGµGRLQJ¶WKHLUJHQGHUFRQYH\LQJWKHZD\VWKDWPHQDUHSOD\IXOO\DQGNQRZLQJO\QHJRWLDWLQJ
their notions of masculinity (West and Zimmerman, 1987). Notably, though the term 
µPLVFKLHYRXV¶KDVSDUWLFXODUFRQQRWDWLRQVDVVRFLDWHGZLWKIULYROLW\DQGSOD\,DPQRWXVLQJWKH
term to perpetuate or reinforce pre-existing notions of the lad which this article critically 
engages with, nor am I denying the power relations which underpin theorising on gender. 
5DWKHUWKURXJKXVLQJWKHWHUPµPLVFKLHYRXV¶,DLPWRGHSLFWWKHZD\VLQZKLFKWKHPHQLQP\
research understood themselves to be playfully negotiating their gendered identities, 
encompassing the agency displayed within the process of identity construction.  
Maintaining notions of masculinity as socially constructed and performed, mischievous 
masculinity differs from laddism in the way that it accounts more comprehensively for men as 
reflexive, self-aware agents, therefore preventing pre-existing assumptions about lads. 
Moreover, the fact that mischievous masculinity is not associated with a particular figure means 
that it is more effective than laddism at dealing with themes of age and transition, thus allowing 
for the diversity of performances of laddish behaviours to be explored. Instead of being viewed 
separately, I advocate laddism as being viewed as a species of mischievous masculinities, 
fitting within this wider theoretical framework. Some instances of mischievous masculinities 
align with the notion of laddism as previously theorized, whilst others diverge from it.  
Arguably, this new approach affords a richer understanding of the construction of masculinity, 
thereby providing a more stable foundation on which everyday sexism can be addressed.   
Men displaying agency through banter 
Returning to the ideas conveyed by Lewis in an earlier section, the interaction I had with him 
acted as a catalyst for a critique of lads as un-reflexive.   Previous writing on lad and laddism 
implies that lads have little agency in their actions. Coté and Levine (2002) define agency in 
terms of the sense of responsibility an individual has for their actions. In utilising the expression 
µI probably shoXOGQ¶WVD\WKLVVKRXOG,EXW«¶ Lewis is showing that he knowingly participates 
in laddish behaviours, taking responsibility for his actions and therefore has agency within the 
lad cultures he is part of at the rugby club.  
I became interested in the idea that men knowingly utilised banter to convey ideas, even if they 
were aware of the potential problems this may cause. The men repeatedly referred to the idea 
RIµNQRZLQJEHWWHU¶LQSDUWLFXODUWKHSKUDVHµ,VKRXOGSUREDEO\NQRZEHWWHUEXW«¶ was utilised 
by many of the men to acknowledge that they were, as Terry a 61 year old retired plumber put 
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LWµup to no good, being a little bit naughty¶. This notion of behaving mischievously at the club, 
in ways that the men may not do so elsewhere, was extremely prominent in conversations and 
challenged the dominant concept of lads as static monolithic characters as instead we begin to 
view laddish masculinity as shifting through space (Robinson and Hockey, 2011).  
Upon reflection of my initial interaction with Lewis I decided to ask him further about his use 
of banter, questioning why he enjoyed using banter and the reasoning behind teasing me.  His 
response was as follows: 
,DPMXVWXSWRQRJRRGEHLQJDELWPLVFKLHYRXV,NQRZ,VKRXOGQ¶WEXW,FDQ¶WKHOS
myself, iW¶VRQO\DELWRIIXQ,JXHVV,GRQ¶WDOZD\VPHDQLWEXWLW¶VDELWRIDODXJKIRU
the others. (Lewis, 37) 
Significantly, within the example from Lewis it is evident that when undertaking banter he 
understands this to be a performance of laddish masculinity for the benefit of others (Schrock 
and Schwalbe, 2009; Gutterman, 2008; Hearn, 1994; Goffman, 1959).  Through the language 
Lewis uses here, as well as that from the first example, we can see that he views banter as 
something fun, arguably allowing him to play with his understandings of masculinity within 
the setting more freely. Furthermore, the acknowledgement shown by both Lewis and Terry 
that banter could be viewed as problematic demonstrates that the men are making choices and 
therefore have agency within the space which has not previously been credited through the 
framing and conceptualization of laddism.  
Using banter to convey notions of ageing 
:LWKLQP\UHVHDUFKWKHROGHUPHQZHUHDFXWHO\DZDUHWKDWµDFWLQJWKHLUDJH¶LVFRPSOH[DQG
often conflicting (Phoenix and Sparkes, 2006).  It was amongst the regulars in my research 
where banter continued to be utilized to demonstrate agency within the space.  Whilst presence 
within the rugby space and associated practices were acknowledged to allow for particular 
laddish masculine behaviours to be permitted, many of the men commented that progression 
through the lifecourse meant that they felt conflicted about their actions.  Carter, a 59 year old 
self employed male, who had lived in Sheffield his whole life and been part of the club from a 
young age, made interesting comments relating to how his laddish identity had changed with 
time:  
As you get older yoXKDYHWRVRUWRIUHDOLVH\RXFDQ¶WGRLWDOO,GRQ¶WSOD\DQ\PRUH
but I still think of myself as one of the lads, enjoying having a laugh with everyone. We 
all have the same basic ideas, we just perhaps act a little differently, I am not quite as 
young DV,XVHGWREHDQGFDQ¶WDOZD\VTXLWHNHHSXSZLWKWKHPSK\VLFDOO\SOXV,VKRXOG
UHDOO\NQRZEHWWHUEXW,OLNHWRWKLQN,GRDOULJKWZLWKWKHFKDW7KDW¶VZKDWZHDOOKDYH
LQFRPPRQZHKDYHJRRGEDQWHUWKHUHVWGRHVQ¶WPDWWHU&DUWHU 
Here CarteUVD\VWKDWKHµstill thinks of himself as one of the lads¶ and also draws upon the idea 
RIµNQRZLQJEHWWHU¶SUHYLRXVO\GLVFXVVHG7KHWHQVLRQEHWZHHQXQGHUWDNLQJODGGLVKEHKDYLRXUV
DQGµNQRZLQJEHWWHU¶DVPHQDJHSUHVHQWHGKHUHE\&DUWHUDOLJQVZLWKWKH work of Hockey 
DQG-DPHVRQVRFLDOLGHQWLWLHVDQGWKHOLIHFRXUVH:LWKLQWKLVZRUNWKH\DUJXHWKDWµZH
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NQRZWKDWEHLQJRIDFHUWDLQDJHEULQJVZLWKLWVRFLDOREOLJDWLRQVDQGH[SHFWDWLRQV¶S
Carter acknowledges that he has made some changes to his everyday life as he has aged, 
however significantly notes that banterous interactions remain prominent.  In doing so, Carter 
once again highlights banter to be a feature of lad cultures, indicating that this does not alter 
with age/time, thus challenging writing which suggests that laddism is a phase of masculinity, 
or a stage of the lifecourse.  This provides an interesting paradox which has not been explored 
in previous writing on lads (Thompson, 2002). 
Theorising with mischievous masculinity allows exploration of the paradoxes presented 
WKURXJK&DUWHU¶VQDUUDWLYH8VLQJ3KRHQL[DQG6SDUNHV¶WKHRULVLQJRIµDFWLQJ\RXUDJH¶
alongside that of mischievous masculinities, we can begin to think more critically regarding 
how men understand and QHJRWLDWHWKHLUODGV¶LGHQWLW\DVWKH\SURJUHVVWKURXJKWKHLUOLIHFRXUVH
and how this influences everyday sexist behaviours at their different stages. It is important to 
H[SORUHWKHFRQWH[WVLQZKLFKSHRSOHµDFWRXWWKHLUDJHV¶DQGWKHµUHVRXUFHV¶ZKLFKpeople draw 
on to do so (Phoenix and Sparkes, 2006:108).  Carter states that banterous interactions have 
UHPDLQHGFRQVWDQWWKURXJKRXWKLVWLPHDWWKHFOXEDQGLWLVEDQWHUZKLFKDFWVDVDµUHVRXUFH¶IRU
him to continue to view himself, and fit in with, the other lads in the space. Significantly, in 
theorising lads through thinking in terms of mischievous masculinity, we can begin to 
understand how sexist ideologies continue to be re-constructed throughout the lifecourse and 
view laddish behaviours and lad cultures as not limited to men of a particular age.   
Men utilising banter to challenge sexism  
By theorising and understanding men through the lens of mischievous masculinities we can 
also explore the ways in which men are challenging sexism within the rugby club setting. 
Though there is not sufficient space within this paper to fully develop this idea, it is important 
to highlight this argument briefly here as it adds further layers to our (re)conceptualisation of 
lads and laddism.  
As previously noted, often theorising on lads and lad cultures immediately invites 
condemnation, with the potential ways in which men are disrupting prominent 
conceptualisations of the lad failing to be discussed. My research showed that men challenge 
sexist behaviours within the rugby setting and the strategies implemented once again showed 
agency within this space.  
Though sexist ideas still underpin the rugby culture at the club, some of the men had 
implemented strategies, drawing on laddish behaviours, to challenge and critique them. 
Significantly, the men implemented banter, usually utilized to convey sexist ideas, to be critical 
of sexist comments or to disarm sexist behaviours.  Although there is not sufficient space to 
include examples here, the research clearly showed that displays of banter often support the 
characteristics and behaviours commonly associated with laddism. Resonating with the wider 
literature, there was much evidence to show how women can be oppressed through linguistic 
insults (see Phipps and Young, 2013, for example). However, the research extends this 
discussion by demonstrating how banter can also be implemented as a tool to challenge sexist 
ideas, with men utilising humour to reverse or question those insults that they thought 
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problematic. Arguably by utilising the modes of interaction that are recognised and valued in 
WKHUXJE\VHWWLQJWKHPHQZHUHDEOHWRUHFRQVWUXFWQRWLRQVRIPDVFXOLQLW\DQGµGR¶ODGGLVPLQ
new ways through the familiar tool of banter (Jackson et al., 2014; Wheaton, 2000; West and 
Zimmerman, 1987).  
Conclusion 
Lad cultures and laddish behaviour remains a prominent feature in the lives of men in my 
research and whilst this article has been critical of the conceptualisation of the lad, 
acknowledgement of the continued salience of laddism to rugby masculinities has been central 
to the argument. The article has proposed a new way to consider theorising of men in order to 
gain a more nuanced understanding of men in the rugby setting, with the potential to apply this 
to wider contexts and spaces in which lad cultures are prominent. Through introducing the idea 
of mischievous masculinities the article has demonstrated the limitations of previous 
FRQFHSWXDOL]DWLRQV RI ODGV DQG KDV SURYLGHG D IUDPHZRUN WR XQGHUVWDQG PHQ¶V EHKDYLRXUV
which offers greater flexibility by acknowledging the myriad ways in which men de/construct 
and re-negotiate laddish identities throughout the different stages of their lives.  In thinking 
about lads in new ways and within the wider framework of mischievous masculinities, which 
account for life course perspectives, this article moves beyond theorising which has become 
LQKLELWHG E\ DVVXPSWLRQV RI ODGV DV VWDWLF PRQROLWKLF FKDUDFWHUV DQG KDV VKRZQ WKDW PHQ¶V
interactions within sites in which laddish behaviours dominate, is more diverse. 
This article suggests that in order to productively challenge everyday sexism we first need to 
gain a greater understanding of the ways that men continue to perform laddish behaviours and 
secondly; consider the ways that men themselves respond to sexism within spaces in which lad 
cultures are dominant. Through engaging with laddism in this way, situating lads within a wider 
framework which makes the diversity of their behaviours more visible, it is proposed that this 
will provide a more stable foundation from which to both understand and challenge everyday 
sexism in society more widely. More specifically, this new conceptualisation of lads and lad 
culture has the potential to develop a productive dialogue whereby the more negative aspects 
of lad culture can be critiqued and in turn the links between laddism and everyday sexism can 
be more widely politicised. Furthermore, this article has posed questions regarding lads and 
laddism in a very specific geographical context and the potential to explore the limitations of 
these ideas geographically, in different locations, is an interesting point for future exploration. 
(7005) 
Acknowledgements 
Thank you to all those who supported and helped with the thinking and writing of this article. 
Special mention to my supervisors Professor Victoria Robinson and Dr Tom Clark, as well as 
Katharine Jenkins, Jennifer Kettle and Ellie Tighe.  
References 
Adler, P. A. & Adler, P. (1987). Membership roles in field research. London: Sage. 
15 
 
Attenborough, F. (2014). Jokes, pranks, blondes and banter: recontextualising sexism in the 
British print press. Journal of Gender Studies, 23(2),137-154. doi: 
10.1080/09589236.2013.774269 
Barrett, F. (2008) The organizational construction of hegemonic masculinity: The case of the 
US Navy. In S. Whitehead & F. Barrett (Eds) The Masculinities Reader (77-97). Cambridge: 
Polity Press.  
Bishop, D. (2015, July 16). The Trouble with Jokes about Girls Times Higher Education, The 
Times Higher Education. Retrieved from 
https://www.timeshighereducation.co.uk/opinion/the-trouble-with-jokes-about-girls  
Bridges, T. (2013). Issues of Intimacy, Masculinity and Ethnography. In B. Pini & B. Pease 
(Eds) Men, Masculinities and Methodologies (53-64). Hampshire: Palgrave Macmillan. 
Butler, J. (2008) Gender Trouble. London: Routledge. 
Cameron, D. (1992). Feminism and Linguistic Theory Second Edition. London: Macmillan 
Press. 
Carrigan, T., Connell, B., & Lee, J.(1985). Towards a new Sociology of Masculinity. Theory 
and Society, 14(5), 551-604. doi: 
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1007%2FBF00160017?LI=true 
Connell, R. W. (2000). The Men And The Boys, London: Polity Press. 
Connell, R. W. & Messerchmidt, J. W. (2005). Hegemonic Masculinity, Rethinking the 
Concept. Gender and Society, 19(6), 829-859. doi: 10.1177/0891243205278639 
Connell, R. W. (2005). Masculinities Second Edition, Cambridge: Polity Press 
Connell, R. W. (2008). The Social Organization of Masculinity. In S. Whitehead and F.  Barrett 
(Eds) The Masculinities Reader (30-51). Cambridge: Polity Press 
Connolly, P. (1997). Boys will be boys? Racism, sexuality and the construction of masculine 
identities among infant boys. In B Cosain & M Hales (Eds) Families, Education and Social 
Differences (164-190 ) London: Routledge.  
Coté, J. E. & Levine, C. G. (2002). Identity Formation, Agency and Culture: A Social 
Psychological synthesis. Mahwah, N: Lawrence Erlbaum.  
Curry, T. J. (1991). Fraternal Bonding in the Locker Room: A Profeminist Analysis of Talk 
About Competition and Women. Sociology of Sport, 8, 119-135. 
http://www.humankinetics.com/acucustom/sitename/Documents/DocumentItem/9594.pdf 
Dempster, S. (2009). Having the balls, having it all? Sport and constructions of 
undergraduate laddishness. Gender and Education, 21(5), 481-500. doi: 
10.1080/09540250802392299 
16 
 
Denzin, N. K. (2001). The Reflexive interview and a performative social science. Qualitative 
Research, 1(1), 23-46. doi: 10.1177/146879410100100102 
Edwards, T. (2006). Culture of Masculinity. Routledge: London.  
Ellis-Petersen, H. (2014, October 7) /RQGRQ6FKRRORI(FRQRPLFVGLVEDQGVPHQ¶VUXJE\FOXE
over misogynist leaflet, The Guardian, Retrieved from: 
http://www.theguardian.com/education/2014/oct/07/london-school-economics-lse-disbands-
rugby-club-misogynist-leaflet  
Flax, J. (1987). Postmodernism and Gender Relations in Feminist Theory. Journal of Women 
in Culture and Society, 12(4), 621643. http://www.jstor.org/stable/3174206 
 
Francis, B. (1999). Lads, lasses and (new) labour:14-\HDUROGVWXGHQWV¶UHVSRQVHVWR
µODGGLVKEHKDYLRXUDQGER\V¶XQGHUDFKLHYHPHQWGHEDWHBritish Journal of Education, 20(3), 
353-371. doi: 10.1080/01425699995317 
Garde, M. (2008). The Pragmatics of Rude Jokes with Grandad: Joking Relationships in 
Aboriginal Australia. Anthropological Forum, 18(3), 5-253. doi: 
10.1080/00664670802429362 
*LOO53RZHUDQGWKHSURGXFWLRQRIVXEMHFWV¶$JHQHDORJ\RIWKH1HZ0DQDQGWKH
New Lad. The Editorial Board of the Sociological Review, 51(1), 34-56. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-
954X.2003.tb03602 
Goffman, E. (1959). The Presentation of Self in Everyday Life. London: Penguin Press. 
*UHHQZRRG'	,VEHOO/0$PELYDOHQWVH[LVPDQGWKH'XPE%ORQGH0HQ¶VDQG
ZRPHQ¶V UHDFWLRQV WR VH[LVW MRNHV Psychology of Women Quarterly, 26, 341-350. doi: 
10.1111/1471-6402.t01-2-00073 
Gutterman, D. S. (2008). Postermodernism and the interrogation of Masculinity. In S. 
Whitehead & F. Barrett (Eds) The Masculinities Reader (58-77), Cambridge: Polity Press. 
Haugh, M. & Bousfield, D. (2012). Mock impoliteness, jocular mockery and jocular abuse in 
Australian and British English. Journal of Pragmatics, 44, 1099-1114. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2012.02.003 
Hearn, J. (1994). Research in Men and Masculinities: Some Sociological Issues and 
Possibilities. Journal of Sociology, 30(1), 47-70. doi: 35400004060670.0040 
Hesse-Biber, S. (2012). Feminist Research. Exploring, interrogating and transforming the 
interconnections of epistemology, methodology and method. In S. Hesse-Biber (Eds) 
Handbook of Feminist Research. Theory and Praxis (2-27), London: Sage. 
Hockey, J. & James, A. (2003) Social Identities across the Life Course. London: Palgrave 
Macmillan. 
17 
 
Holmgren, L., E. (2013). Gendered Selves, Gendered Subjects: Interview Performance and 
situational contexts in critical interview studies of men and masculinities. In B. Pini & B. 
Pease (Eds) Men, Masculinities and Methodologies (90-103), Hampshire: Palgrave 
Macmillan.  
Jackson, C., Dempster6	3ROODUG/³7KH\MXVWGRQ¶WVHHPWRUHDOO\FDUHWKH\
MXVWWKLQNLW¶VFRROWRVLWWKHUHDQGWDON´ODGGLVPLQuniversity teaching-learning contexts. 
Educational Review, 67(3), 300-314. doi: 10.1080/00131911.2014.910178 
-DFNVRQ&/DGGLVKQHVV¶DVD6HOI-Worth protection strategy.  Gender and 
Education, 14(1), pp. 37-51. doi: 10.1080/09540250120098870 
Kehil\0-DQG1D\DN$µ/DGVDQG/DXJKWHU¶+XPRXUDQGWKHSURGXFWLRQRI
heterosexual hierarchies. Gender and Education, 9(1), 69-88. doi: 10.1080/09540259721466 
.LHVOLQJ6) +RPRVRFLDO'HVLUH LQPHQ¶V WDON%DODQFLQJDQG UH-creating cultural 
discourses of masculinity. Language in Society. 34(5), 695-726. doi: 
http://dx.doi.org/10.1017/S0047404505050268 
Kidd, B. (2013). Sports and Masculinity. Sport in Society, 16(4), 553-564. doi: 
10.1080/17430437.2013.785757 
Kotthoff, H. (2005). Gender and humor: The state of the art. Journal of Pragmatics, 38, 4-25. 
doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.pragma.2005.06.003 
Lakoff, R. (1990). Talking Power: the Politics of Language. New York: Basic Books 
Lynch, O. (2010). Cooking with humor: In-group humor as social organization. Humor, 23(2), 
127-159. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/humr.2010.007 
Mac an Ghail, M & Haywood, C. (2007). Gender, Culture and Society: contemporary 
femininities and masculinities. Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan.  
0F'RZHOO - 	 6FKDIIQHU 6  )RRWEDOO LW¶V D PDQ¶V JDPH ,QVXOW DQG JHQGHUHG
discourse in The Gender Bowl. Discourse and Society, 22(5),547-564. doi: 
10.1177/0957926511405574 
Meth, P.& McClymont, K. (2008). Researching Men: The politics and possibilities of a 
qualitative mixed-method approach. Social and Cultural Geography, 10(8), 909-925.   doi: 
10.1080/14649360903305775 
Middleton, P. (1992). The Inward Gaze. Masculinity and subjectivity in Modern Culture. 
London: Routledge.  
Mills, S. (2008). Language and Sexism. Cambridge University Press: Cambridge. 
Morin, K. Longhurst, R. & Johnston, L. (2001). (Troubling ) spaces of Mountains and Men: 
1HZ=HDODQG¶V0RXQW&RRNDQG+HUPLWDJH/RGJHSocial and Cultural Geography, 2(2), 
117-139. doi: 10.1080/14649360122194 
18 
 
3KLSSV $  	 <RXQJ ,  1HROLEHUDOLVDWLRQ DQG µODG FXOWXUHV¶ LQ +LJKHU (GXFDWLRQ
Sociology, 49(2), 305-322. doi: 10.117/0038038514542120 
Phipps, A.  & Young, I. (2013). 7KDW¶VZKDW6KH6DLG:RPHQ6WXGHQWV¶([SHULHQFHVRIµ/DG
&XOWXUH¶LQKLJKHU(GXFDWLRQLondon: National Union of Students.  
Phoenix, C. & Sparkes, A. C. (2006). Young Athletic Bodies and Narrative Maps of Ageing.  
Journal of Ageing Studies, 20, 107-121. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaging.2005.06.002 
Pini, B. & B. Pease (2013). Men, Masculinities and Methodologies. Hampshire : Palgrave 
Macmillan. 
3OHVWHU%$	6D\HUV-³7DNLQJWKHSLVV´)XQFWLRQVRI%DQWHULQWKH,7LQGXVWU\
Humor, 20, (2), 157-187. doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1515/HUMOR.2007.008 
Pringle, R. G. (2008). µ1R5XJE\-1RIHDU¶&ROOHFWLYH6WRULHV0DVFXOLQLWLHVDQG
Transformative Possibilities in Schools. Sport, Education and Society, 13(2),215-237. doi: 
10.1080/13573320801957103 
Robinson, V. (2008). Everyday Masculinities and Extreme Sport: The Male Body and Extreme 
Sport. Oxford: Berg 
Robinson, V. and Hockey, J. (2011). Masculinities in Transition. Basingstoke: Palgrave 
Macmillan. 
Ronai, R., C., Zsembik, B. A., & Feagin, J. R. (2013). Living with Everyday Sexism in the 
Third Millennium. London: Routledge 
 
5\DQ . DQG .DQMRUVNL -  µ7KH HQMR\PHQW RI VH[LVW KXPRXU UDSH DWWLWXGHV DQG
UHODWLRQVKLSDJJUHVVLRQLQFROOHJHVWXGHQWV¶Sex Roles, 38, pp. 743-756. 
6FKDFKW630LVRJ\Q\RQDQGRIIWKH³SLWFK´7KHJHQGHUHGZRUOGRI0DOH5XJE\
players. Gender and Society, 10(5), 550-565. doi: 10.1177/089124396010005004 
Schrock, D & Schwalbe, M. (2009). Men, Masculinity and Manhood Acts. Annual Review of 
Sociology, 35, 277-295. doi: 10.1146/annurev-soc-070308-115933 
Schwalbe, M. & Wolkomir, M. (2001). The Masculine Self As a Problem and Resource in 
Interview Studies of Men. Men and Masculinities,4(1), 90-103. doi: 
10.1177/1097184X01004001005 
Spender, D. (1994). Man Made Language Second edition. London: Routledge. 
Thompson, M. (2002). Boys will be Boys: Addressing the Social Construction of Gender. In 
F. Cleaver (Eds) Masculinities Matter! Men, Gender and Development (166-186) London: Zed 
Books.  
19 
 
Thurnell Read, T. (2012) What happens on Tour. The Premarital Stag Tour, Homosocial 
Bonding and Male Friendship. Men and Masculinities. 15(3), 249-270. doi: 
10.1177/1097184X12448465 
9DQ&DPSHQKRXW*	9DQ+RYHQ% ³,W LVZKHUHEORNHV FDQEHEORNHV´PDNLQJ
places in a New Zealand Rugby Club. Gender, Place and Culture, 21(9), 1090-1107. doi: 
10.1080/0966369X.2013.802667 
Walby, K. (2010). Interviews as Encounters.  Issues of Sexuality and Reflexivity when men 
interview men about commercial same sex relations. Qualitative Research, 10, 635-657. doi: 
10.1177/1468794110380525 
Walkerdine, V. (1981) Sex, power and pedagogy. Screen Education, 38, 14-24. 
doi:10.1007/978-1-349-22426-5_15 
Walsh, F. (2010) Male Trouble: Masculinity and the Performance of Crisis. Basingstoke: 
Palgrave Macmillan   
Warin J. and Dempster, S. (2007). The Salience of gender during the transition to higher 
HGXFDWLRQPDOHVWXGHQWV¶DFFRXQWVRISHUIRUPHGDQGDXWKHQWLFLGHQWLWLHVBritish Educational 
Research Journal, 33(6), 887-903. doi: 10.1080/01411920701657017 
West, C. & Zimmerman, D. H. (1987). Doing Gender. Gender and Society, 1(2),125-151. doi: 
10.1177/0891243287001002002 
:KHDWRQ%³1HZ/DGV´"0DVFXOLQLWLHVDQGWKH³1HZVSRUW´3DUWLFLSDWLRQMen and 
Masculinities, 2 (4), 434-456. doi: 10.1177/1097184X00002004004 
Wight, D. (1996) %H\RQG WKH SUHGDWRU\ PDOH 7KH GLYHUVLW\ RI \RXQJ *ODVZHJLDQ 0HQ¶V
discourses to describe heterosexual relationships. In L. Adkins & V Merchant (Eds) 
Sexualising the social: Power and the organisation of sexuality, (145±170). London: 
Macmillan 
Willis, P. (1977) Learning to Labour. Hampshire: Gower Publishing Ltd 
Winchester, H. P. M. (1996). Ethical Issues in Interviewing as a research method in Human 
Geography. Australian Geographer, 27(1), 117-131.  doi: 10.1080/00049189608703161 
Young, C. (Producer). (2010). The Inbetweeners [Television series]. London: Bwark 
Productions  
 
 
 
 
 
